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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is the first on the merit of the instant application. 



2. 



Claims 1-20 are pending in this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-8 and 13-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Teckchandani et al. (Teckchandani) (US 6,816,090 B2). 
As per claim 1 : Teckchandani discloses a method implemented by remote control 
device for remotely controlling functions and provide status information (see col. 6, lines 
1 7-35) comprising: 

storing a predetermined text based commands (see col. 1 1 , lines 6-26); 

receiving a control message transmitted over a wireless communication channel 
(see col. 6, lines 32-45; col. 7, lines 5-21; col. 13, lines 23-24); 
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parsing the control message to identify a first text based command (see col. 1 1 , 
lines 5-26; col. 13, lines 23-26). The prior art provides text, key-entry and voice based 
commands in the alternative. Furthermore, proper validation, as described in the prior 
art, requires parsing, identifying and comparing. 

comparing said first text based command with said stored predetermined text 
based commands to determine if the first text based command is a valid command (see 
col. 11, lines 5-26; col. 13, lines 23-26). Proper validation requires parsing, identifying 
and comparing. 

executing a predetermined control action corresponding to said first text based 
command if the later is determined to be a valid command (see col. 5, lines 9-22, lines 
50-55; col. 7, lines 5-21). 

As per claim 2: Teckchandani discloses a method, wherein the step of executing a 
predetermined control action comprises generating a control signal and transmitting the 
control signal to a first function controllable by the control signal (see col. 7, lines 5-21 ; 
col. 9, lines 7-23; col. 1 1 , lines 19-26). First function is an arbitrary designation. Any first 
function performed by the prior art's security system can be called/designated as a first 
function. 

As per claim 3: Teckchandani discloses a method wherein the step of executing a 
predetermined action comprises generating a request for information signal (see col. 6, 
lines 32-45), transmitting the request for information signal to an apparatus external to 
the remote control device (see col. 5, lines 9-17, lines 26-32; col. 9, lines 7-23), 
receiving first status information from the apparatus in response to said request for 
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information signal (see col. 12, lines 25-41; col. 13, lines 20-26), and transmitting a reply 

message containing the first status information in the text based format to an address 

from which the control message was received (see col. 13, lines 20-26). 

As per claim 4: Teckchandani discloses a method wherein the step of receiving a 

control message comprises receiving a short message system message received over 

a cellular wireless communication channel (see col. col. 6, lines 32-45; col. 10, lies 53- 

64). 

As per claim 5: Teckchandani discloses a method, wherein the received control 
message includes a first text based command and an associated first parameter 
wherein the first parameter defines a numeric value that is utilized in determining the 
control to be executed (see col. 14, lines 12-20). Since, control signal/command is 
executed, a parameter defining a numerical valve must be inherent to the prior art 
system. 

As per claim 6: Teckchandani discloses a method, further comprising the step of 
connecting the remote control device to electronic control means in a vehicle, at least a 
group of said predetermined text based commands having a corresponding control 
action associated with an operable function of the vehicle (see fig. 3; col. 7, lines 5-30). 
As per claim 7: Tekchandani discloses a method, wherein the remote control device 
includes a means for generating location coordinates, the step of executing a 
predetermined control action comprising generating a request for location signal, 
transmitting the request for location signal to the means for generating location 
coordinates, receiving first location information from said means in response to said 
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request, and transmitting a reply message containing the first location information in text 
based format to an address from which the control message was received (see fig.1 ; 
col. 8, lines 21-44; col. 13, lines3-22; col. 14, lines5-20). 

As per claim 8: Teckchandani discloses a method, further comprising the steps of 
storing authentication information associated with at least one of a first user and a first 
user's wireless communication device, and utilizing said at least one to determine 
whether the received control message is valid (see col. 7, lines 5-15; col. 1 1 , lines 16- 
26). 

As per claim 13: the features of claim 13 are similar to the features of claim 1 , except 
transmitting a text based control message addressed to the remote control device from 
a cellular telephone, which is disclosed by Teckchandani (see fig. 1 , elements 105 and 
103; col. 7, lines 5-21 ; col. 1 1 , lines 6-24). Hence, claim 13 is rejected on the same 
ground as claim 1. 

As per claim 14: Tekchandani discloses a method, wherein the step of transmitting the 
control message comprises transmitting a short messaging format message by the 
cellular telephone, and wherein the step of executing a predetermined control action 
comprises generating a control signal and transmitting the control signal from the 
remote control device to an apparatus having a first function controllable by the control 
signal (see col. 6, lines 19-51). 

As per claim 15: Teckchandani discloses a method, wherein the step of executing a 
predetermined control action comprises generating a request for information signal, 
transmitting the request for information signal to an apparatus external to the remote 
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control device, receiving first status information from the apparatus in response to said 
request for information signal, and transmitting a reply message containing the first 
status information in text based format to the cellular telephone based on an address of 
the cellular telephone received with the control message (see col. 6, lines 17-51). 
As per claim 16: Teckchandani discloses a method, wherein the received control 
message includes a first text based command and an associated first parameter where 
the first parameter defines a numeric value that is utilized in determining the control 
action to be executed (see col. 6, lines 17-51 ; col. 1 1 , lines 6-24, lines 44-50). Speed 
limit and geo-fence crossing are parameters that inherently include numeric values. 
As per claim 17: the feature of claim 17 is similar to the feature of claim 1 . Hence, 
claim 17 is rejected on the same ground as claim 1 . 

As per claim 18: the features of claim 18 are similar to the features of claim 7. Hence, 
claim 18 is rejected on the same ground as claim 7. 

As per claim 19: the feature of claim 19 is similar to the feature of claim 8. Hence, 
claim 19 is rejected on the same ground as claim 8. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 9 and 10-12 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Teckchandani over Muramatsu (US 2003/0193390 A1). Claim 10 is 
considered first for examination purpose. 

As per claim 10: with regard to claim 10, Teckchandani discloses that a remote control 
device (vehicle security system) (fig. 1 , element 103) can receive a control command 
message from a cellular telephone (fig. 1, element 107), wherein the command 
message includes a choice of text message (which inherently includes a 
screen/display) and the location (address) of the vehicle is determined by a GPS device 
(see col. 5, lines 36-44); storing a list of predetermined text based commands (see col. 
1 1 , lines 6-26, lines 44-50). But, Teckchandani does not explicitly teach about selecting 
one of the displayed commands, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of 
endeavor, Flick teaches a "remote control system using a cellular telephone and 
associated method", wherein a cellular telephone includes an input device and 
transmitter for transmitting signals relating to a command (one selected command) code 
from the input device (see abstract, lines 1-10). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
teaching of Teckchandani with that of Flick for the advantage of avoiding the cost 
associated with transmitting via base stations (see col. 1 , lines 50-59). 
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As per claim 9: Flick teaches a method, wherein the authentication information 
associated with the first user's wireless communication device comprises an electronic 
serial number of said device (see col. 6, lines 38-48). 

As per claim 1 1 : most of the features of claim 1 1 are similar to the features of claim 10, 
and hence rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 10, except the user 
selecting one of the displayed addresses, the one address being used as the address of 
the remote control device contained in the control message, which is taught by 
Teckchandani (see col. 11, lines 6-24). In Teckchandani, commands stored (hence 
predetermined) and can be sent to the remote control in the form of text message, 
which would have to be displayed. Selection of address to a specific device in the 
remote control is obvious from the plurality of commands stored corresponding to a 
desired action to be taken. 

As per claim 12: Teckchandani teaches a method, wherein the step of storing further 
comprises storing a range of values of a parameter associated with a first command 
where the range of values of the parameter further defined actions associated with an 
implementation of the first command, displaying said range of values of the parameter 
on the screen of the cellular telephone following the selection of the associated first 
command, receiving a further input from the user selecting one value of said displayed 
range of values, including said one value with the selected command in the text based 
control message (see col. 11, lines 44-50). Teckchandani's speed limits and geo-fence 
can be considered as being values having some range. Other features of claim 1 1 
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(directed to display, command selection, user input, action corresponding to a 
command) are as provided in claims 10 and 11, above. 

As per claim 20: the feature of claim 20 is similar to the feature of claim 9. Hence, 
claim 20 is rejected on the same ground as claim 9. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N. Zewdu whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 7873. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Banks-Harold, Marsha can be reached on (571) 272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Any inquiry of a general nature relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2600. 



Meless Zewdu 




Examiner 
12 April 2006. 



